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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. The applicants' amendment, filed 13 November 2006, has been received, 
entered into the record and considered. 

2. As a result of the amendment, claims 14-26 are amended. Claims 1 - 26 are 
pending in the application. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 - 26 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

4. The Applicants' Information Disclosure statements (IDS), filed 31 July 2006, 30 
October 2006, and 23 October 2006 have been received and entered into the record. 
Since the IDS comply with the provisions of MPEP § 609, the references cited therein 
have been considered by the examiner. See attached form PTO-1449. 
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5. The 101 rejections for Claims 14 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1 - 2, 7 - 9, 14 - 15, and 19 - 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Yao (US 2004/0254948). 

8. Regarding claims 1 and 14, Yao teaches a machine-implemented method and 
machine-readable storage medium for executing a database statement, the method 
comprising the steps of: 

a database server receiving a request to execute a database statement, wherein 
the request specifies the database statement and a tag that does not conform to a 
database language (See page 4, paragraph [0046] "The tags, in a preferred 
embodiment, are made part of comments in the ETL SQL file 440. Since they are in 
comments, known mechanisms will ignore the tags present in the comments such that 
the known mechanisms may execute and test the ETL SQL file 440 under a command 
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line environment." Here, the tag and the statement are being received from the 
command line.) 

wherein said tag specifies at least one parameter field and at least one 
parameter value (See page 4, paragraph [0045] "These tags may contain variables that 
define parameters for the execution of the enterprise transient system 410." And see 
age 4, paragraph [0047] showing an example of a tags with their parameter and values 
i.e. "<SourceTable>iwh.test_r</SourceTable>" with the parameter being "SourceTable" 
and value being "iwh. tester".) 

in response to receiving the request, said database server storing the tag 
[operational data] (See page 3, paragraph [0042] "The ETL system performs extraction, 
transformation and load processes on the operational data of the server 104 such that 
the operational data may be stored in a structured form in the storage 106 for later 
analysis and query." And see page 5, paragraph [0050] "The modified SQL instructions 
are executed on the operational data of the enterprise transient system 410 via the 
enterprise system interface 470. The resulting extracted operational data is stored in 
the data warehouse storage system 430 via the data warehouse interface 480.") 

said database server executing said database statement, wherein during 
execution of said database statement said database server provides access to one or 
more of the at least one parameter values [tag parameters] through a tag access 
mechanism provided by said database server (See page 4, paragraph [0046] "However, 
in accordance with the present invention, a driver mechanism is provided in the ETL 
system 420 that parses such comments to determine what tags and tag parameters are 
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present in the comments in order to determine how to execute the SQL instructions in 
the ETL SQL file 440.") 

9. Regarding claims 2 and 1 5, Yao additionally teaches the database statement is 
written in a language in which results desired are specified, but no procedures for 
obtaining the results desired are specified. (See page 4, paragraph [0047] example 1 
shows the database statement written in SQL, a declarative language as specified in 
the instant application's specification page 2, paragraph [0005].) 

10. Regarding claims 7 and 19, Yao additionally teaches the tag comprises an 
indicator of a beginning of the tag, and an indicator of an end of the tag. (See page 4, 
paragraph [0047] example 1, showing angle brackets...; the end of the tag is indicated 
by a slash 7\) 

1 1 . Regarding claims 8 and 20, Yao additionally teaches the at least one parameter 
value is located between the indicator of the beginning and the indicator of the end of 
the tag. (See page 4, paragraph [0047] Example 1 , showing the parameter value "true", 
being located between the <CommitStatement> and </CommitStatement>, which are 
indicators of the beginning and end of the tag.) 

12. Regarding claims 9 and 21, Yao teaches each of the at least one parameter 
fields comprises an indicator of a beginning of the parameter field, followed by the 
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parameter value, which in turn is followed by an indicator of an end of the parameter 
field. (See page 4, paragraph [0047] Example 1, showing the parameter value "true", 
being located between the <CommitStatement> and </CommitStatement>, which are 
indicators of the beginning and end of the tag.) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

13. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

14. Claims 3, 4, 6, 10- 12, 16, 18, 22 - 24, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Yao as applied to claim 1 above and further in view 
of Lin et al. (hereinafter Lin, US 2001/0021929). 

15. Regarding claims 3 and 16, Yao discloses a method and medium substantially 
as claimed. Yao does not explicitly disclose a priority for executing the database 
statement is determined based on the at least one parameter value. However, Lin 
discloses a priority for executing the database statement is determined based on the at 
least one parameter value. (See page 2, paragraph [0028] "There are various aspects 
of user management including, ...setting of the user priority, ...setting of the priority of 
returned query results, etc." and page 3, paragraph [0033] "Herein the appended 



Application/Control Number: 10/786,941 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2167 

parameters include information such as query attributes, query priorities, and 
designated receiving devices.") It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Yao and Lin because 
both references are related to querying a database and using command tags or control 
means for optimizing the process. By including the priority teaching as disclosed in Lin, 
the method and medium are more efficient as it is commonly known in the art that 
priorities are used for optimization. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated to include a priority for executing the database 
statement is determined based on the at least one parameter value. 

16. Regarding claims 4 and 26, the combination of Yao and Lin additionally teaches 
a security level is associated with the at least one parameter such that whether the 
database is entitled to access a component is based on the at least one parameter. 
(See Lin page 2, paragraph [0028] "There are various aspects of user management, 
including authentication of the user identity, setting of the user priority..." and see Lin 
page 4, paragraph [0050] "Thereby, the user identity is authenticated. If the user is 
legal, the following steps are executed." The identified user, and specifically their 
priority, could be considered the security level of the user.) 

17. Regarding claims 6 and 18, the combination of Yao and Lin additionally teaches 
the at least one parameter is related to user context information (See Lin page 3, 
paragraph [0028] "There are various aspects of user management including the 
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authentication of the user identity, setting of the user priority, setting of the service type, 
setting of the priority of returned query results etc." Taken together all of these 
represent the user context information as referred to in the application.) 

18. Regarding claims 10, 22, and 23, the combination of Yao and Lin additionally 
teaches the at least one parameter value can be accessed without accessing a session 
space associated with a database window, wherein the database statement was issued 
within the session window. (See Lin page 2, paragraph [0019] "The users can remove 
the connection after they have submitted a database query request. The inventive 
system can call back the users automatically and continuously after it has received the 
query results until the users obtain the query results." The session space was defined 
in the specification as the memory allocated to database sessions. Here, it is clear the 
connection to that space is ended by removing the connection, therefore, any accessing 
of the parameter vale that is done, is necessarily done without accessing the session 
space. Also, the statement had to have been issued during the session window, 
because the reference shows the connection being removed after the request was 
submitted, implying there was previously a connection.) 

19. Regarding claims 11 and 24, the combination of Yao and Lin additionally 
teaches the at least one parameter value can be accessed without accessing a session 
space associated with a database window, wherein the database statement was issued 
within the session window. (See Lin page 2, paragraph [0019] "The users can remove 
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the connection after they have submitted a database query request. The inventive 
system can call back the users automatically and continuously after it has received the 
query results until the users obtain the query results." The session space was defined 
in the specification as the memory allocated to database sessions. Here, it is clear the 
connection to that space is ended by removing the connection, therefore, any accessing 
of the parameter vale that is done, is necessarily done without accessing the session 
space. Also, the statement had to have been issued during the session window, 
because the reference shows the connection being removed after the request was 
submitted, implying there was previously a connection.) 

20. Regarding claim 12, the combination of Yao and Lin additionally teaches the at 
least one parameter value can be accessed without accessing a session space 
associated with a database window, wherein the database statement was issued within 
the session window. (See Lin page 2, paragraph [0019] "The users can remove the 
connection after they have submitted a database query request. The inventive system 
can call back the users automatically and continuously after it has received the query 
results until the users obtain the query results." The session space was defined in the 
specification as the memory allocated to database sessions. Here, it is clear the 
connection to that space is ended by removing the connection, therefore, any accessing 
of the parameter vale that is done, is necessarily done without accessing the session 
space. Also, the statement had to have been issued during the session window, 
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because the reference shows the connection being removed after the request was 
submitted, implying there was previously a connection.) 

21 . Regarding claims 1 3 and 25, the combination of Yao and Lin additionally 
teaches the at least one parameter value can be accessed after a session window has 
closed, wherein the database statement was issued within the session window. (See 
Lin page 2, paragraph [0019] "The users can remove the connection after they have 
submitted a database query request. The inventive system can call back the users 
automatically and continuously after it has received the query results until the users 
obtain the query results." The session window was defined in the specification as the 
period of time during which a communicative connection exists between the user and 
the database. Here, it is clear the connection is ended, therefore, any accessing of the 
parameter vale that is done, is necessarily done after the connection has ended. Also, 
the statement had to have been issued during the session window, because the 
reference shows the connection being removed after the request was submitted, 
implying there was previously a connection.) 

22. Claims 5 and 17 are rejected under.35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yao as applied to claim 1 above and further in view of Inohara etal. (hereinafter 
Inohara, US 6,757,670). Yao teaches a method for executing a database statement 
substantially as shown. Yao does not explicitly disclose one parameter is accessible to 
a system administrator. Inohara, however, teaches one parameter is accessible to a 
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system administrator. (See column 10, lines 10-14 "The administrator associates the 
query classification definition with the query operation direction and stores them in the 
data processing system..." Here, parameters of the database statement are the 
operation direction and classification definition.) It would have been obvious to one with 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine Yao and Inohara because 
they are essentially both methods for query processing and by including the teaching of 
the system administrator having access to a parameter of Inohara, there can be more 
security over who can actually access the parameter, creating a more secure method of 
database access. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to include one parameter is accessible to a system administrator. 

Conclusion 

23. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Puz et al. (US 2005/0050046), which teaches including security information in 
the SQL statement. 

Dutta etal. (US 2005/0177570) teaches including priority and security as 
parameter information in database requests. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis L. Vautrot whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2184. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on 571-272-7079. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Dv 

19 January 2007 
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